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¶1 Appellant Mary Romero
1
 appeals from the trial court’s grant of summary 

judgment in favor of and award of attorney fees to appellee Anna Romero.  But she cites 

no authority and provides no argument to support her claims.  Both claims are therefore 

waived, and we affirm the trial court’s judgment.  See Ariz. R. Civ. App. P. 13(a)(6) (“An 

argument . . . shall contain the contentions of the appellant with respect to the issues 

presented, and the reasons therefor, with citations to the authorities, statutes and parts of 

the record relied on.”); Polanco v. Indus. Comm’n, 214 Ariz. 489, n.2, 154 P.3d 391, 393-

94 n.2 (App. 2007) (issue waived where appellant failed to develop and support 

argument).   

¶2 Anna Romero requests an award of costs and attorney fees on appeal but 

provides no statutory basis for her request.  We do not award attorney fees to a litigant 

who fails to cite any authority for an award of fees.  Williams v. Williams, 219 Ariz. 546, 

¶ 16, 200 P.3d 1043, 1047 (App. 2008).   As the successful party to this appeal, however, 

  

                                              

 
1
Romero’s opening brief states that she and her husband, Philip Romero, are both 

appellants.  However, only Mary Romero signed the notice of appeal, and, because she is 

not a lawyer, she cannot represent her husband in this appeal.  See Haberkorn v. Sears, 

Roebuck & Co., 5 Ariz. App. 397, 399, 427 P.2d 378, 380 (1967) (nonlawyer may not 

represent spouse in court). 
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Anna Romero is entitled to recover her costs on appeal pursuant to A.R.S. § 12-341.  We 

award her those costs upon her compliance with Rule 21, Ariz. R. Civ. App. P. 
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